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Our Mission

Provide up-to-date information on trends in public
demands, values, perceptions, and benefits of natural
lands and describe how demographic shifts will atfect
those demands.

Primary Methods of Research

* Surveys of the public and' on-site visitors, especially
studies of recreation that occurs on public lands

* Broad-scale (region-wide and countrywide)
assessments of societal and natural resources change

* Studying the economic and resource impacts of
nature-based recreation and tourism.



This Presentation is about Wilderness

1. Some principles important for Wilderness stewardship

N

. The emergence of public lands and the changing world
around them

. A big picture description of the NWPS
Public land and Wilderness values
Social Values and Group Differences

Economic Values

N o m AW

Ecological and Intrinsic Values



SOME PRINCIPLES IMPORTANT
to WILDERNESS MANAGEMENT '

The National Wilderness System is ﬁrst and foremost a
national resource for the benefit of all human society and

ecosystems alike

Social, economie, political, and env1r0nmental conditions
and trends define a changing context within which
Wilderness must be managed It is 1mp0rtant to know.the
trends '

Wilderness management goals must be long term-and
consider-all'levels of interest

Fragmented (compartmenfallzed) dec1s10n makmg is
easier, but not always better <

- Good plannmg is forward looking, based on what could
and should be, not necessarlly what:is or has been
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dreds of thousands m@VART from east to
vest changed the natural landscape



But as population was added and the U.S. matured,
a rich system of public lands was also added

2 -
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[ | States
Fish & Wildlife Service Wilderness

Bureau of Land Management Wilderness
National Park Service Wilderness
National Forest Wilderness

I National Forests
Bureau of Land Management

I Wildlife Refuges
National Park Service
All Other Federal Lands

2020 Ambient Public Land x Recreation Interactions
Negligible

ﬁ%ﬁ%gg{gw ey U.S. population 1970 203mm / World 3.7bn

I Heavy
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The modern-day world context of public land stewardship

2006

http://sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/gpw/




World Population: 1950-2050
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Year

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, International Data Base, April 2004 version.




3500

3000 Immigration is also a major contributor to overall
population growth (annual in thousands)

2500 =

2000

1 5 0 0 “““ Including Undocumented (Est.)

1000 o e

500
- =]
0 | | |
1999 2025 2050 21600
—il— Low scenario ——&—- Middle scenario

------ @ High scenario

Projected net migration to the US, 1999-2100, under alternative low, middle, and high
sceharios.



LLife Expectancy

100
80
60
40

Years

People living longer causes
20 death rates to fall over time
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Historical and Projected Population in the U.S.

Sl Net result, the population of
SRR the nation is expected to
S more than double by 2100
= 400
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1650 1700 1750 1800 1850 1900 1950 2000 2050 2100

U.S. 298,197202 Year
World 6500,323,176
14:21 GMT (EST+5) Feb. 27, 2006




As population grows it spreads across the landscape, private
land is developed and converted from natural ecosystems.

[ states
Fish & wildli® Service Wijldernes=

Bureau of Land Management Wlildernass
Mational Pard Service Wildemeass
Mational Fore=st Wildernass

I Hational Forestz o
Bureau of Land Management

B wildlie Refuges
Mational Park Serwvice
Al Other Federal Land=

2020 Ambient Public Land & Recreation Inter@ction=s
Meglighile
Light
hModerata
Moderataly heawy

Bl Heavy

L.S. population 2006 298.5mm / World 6.5bn




North Central Region
Housing Density 1940

[ ] States
National Forests
Population Density, 2025
0-50
51-150

18]:‘11880 National Forests are in the Cross Hairs

1001+ of Growth and land development, 2025
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[ ] States

National Forests
Population Density, 2025
0-50
51-150
11000 National Forests Especially are in
1001+

the Cross Hairs of Growth, 2025



Historical and Projected Population in Region 2

(Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, South Dakota, & Wyoming)
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4 / Population is growing in
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Aplet, et al Wildness Index, 2004




ABOUT THIS PRESENTATION
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Number of Wilderness areas designated in the East, West,
and Alaska between 1964 and 2003
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Number of Wilderness areas and acres in the 10
states having the most Wilderness

State Number Acres Percentage of National
of Areas Total Wilderness
Acres
Alaska 48 58,182,216 58.70
California 130 13,975,535 14.10
Arizona 90 4,518,442 4.56
Washington 30 4,324,182 4.36
ldaho 7 4,015,061 4.05
Montana 15 3,442,416 3.47
Colorado 40 3,271,685 3.20
Wyoming 15 3,111,132 3.14
Oregon 40 2,258,238 2.28
Nevada 42 2,123,343 2.14
10-State Total 457 99,222,250 100.00




Percentage of total Wilderness acres at elevations
above 5,000 feet by census division and nationally

West - Pacific

<West - Mountain

Midwest - West North C€

Midwest - East North Central
South - West South Central
South - East Sourth Central

South - South Atlantic
Northeast - Middle Atlantic

Census Region-Division

Northeast - New England

National Total

| |
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Proportion of acres

B 5000-99991t 10000+t




Number of people living within 25, 50, 100,
200, and 400 miles of Wilderness, 2000 Census

Sum of Percent of
Distance Population |Population
25 miles 47,495,997 16.8
50 miles 114,497,257 40.6
100 miles 195,745,452 69.4
200 miles 262,151,985 93.0
400 miles 281,918,792 100.0




The National Wilderness Preservation System
s ALASKA

HaWall

NORTH DAKOGTA
MINNESOTA . %)

[
"DNSTH #
SOUTH DAKQTA WisCL 2

IO A
NEBRASK A

KAMSAS

tFH“l:;""'.EE MO

OKLAHOMM i
A RK A NS AS i

51‘}UTH

e AROUINA

f M1551SSIPRY 0
ALNBAME . GRGLA

L LOUISIANA I

www.wilderness.net



. mhnaQGMnt m o

'1 _L'IJ:ﬂ'rl' Lk s "-
r-.|I , - =l ‘t = e 1 .-'i-

1. S_ome selected pr1nc1ples of gﬂ

|I.|

I |||_|‘I" -
e g

2 Tfie ehangmg-sogiﬂ Lmnts;:xt

4 Publlc lan’d and W .: .
'5 Soc1al””\7ﬁql
6. Economtt‘“?‘glih‘%

-..\_-.

7. Ecologlcal éngﬂiﬁm,sf 'alues

[ = =l
: -i-
'7.'_:'___ ==y . | ,__,,I . ..f
- - et

i [ ..-'- . e
il 4 ool - T'-i"- L L B O At o e

.,
- | =
- 'F -
L . So
g B y T e
e e By T et i
. = o ey
Ty -'-4".1 [
= - = i 3 b L
Lk : X
e i
- ~
- 1 =
- ¥ i
L - ;
e T - _'-'- ?-r
b R oo
P = fre
SATELL el
Sl ol o L
L o LR
_,*:‘"H'-;,. P L R e
i T e r
i By M s )
el w L "
I'—. 1“‘j:-:- e - e
P L e b ;
o o o g ’
Ty gt -
.1 .L‘L _ri-ll . e 2
L asel o ¥
| i g e o
e b | o
wr, -
Bt

e |." =T
T e 1 B
£ e E B
o " e N =
".'-','i."__"'r_.' 3 A |
aatngs . v Vs
H:_:]LH Fatiy &
g - o e il
. "-*f"rf‘:lm-‘-g-""
b B g ',...._rr.[._ L
i il T P
" I.‘rJI i e A
;_""..-' o g
-y
| W




WHAT DOES THE U.S. PUBLIC AT LARGE
VALUE IN OUR PUBLIC ILANDS??

*Provide permits to ranchers for grazing of livestock such as cattle and sheep
sViaintain public lands/for lliture generations to use and enjoy.

s Provide access; facilities and services for ontd oo recreation

siProvide quict natucal placesiorpersonal renewal

silUseandimanage publicareasfiimiways thatieave themmaricalun appearance
sllimphasize planting/management ofitrees loEabundanttnmb e supply.

siProvideraccess torraw matcnalstand productsiiorlocallindustricsiand
communities

s Protect streams and other' sources ol clean water:
*Protect rare, unique or endangered plant and animal species
*Provide roads, accommodations and services to help local tourism businesses

* Provide information and educational services about natural areas, their
management and the natural life in them



Public Values of National Forests

el

va'ue E::\T:r':anz Important
Protect streams and other sources of clean water 83.5 94.9
Maintain NFs for future generations 81.3 93.5
Provide habitat for wildlife and fish 70.4 89.2
Protect rare plant or animal species 68.1 86.0
Manage NF areas to leave them natural looking 65.2 86.8
Emphasize planting and management for timber 58.5 79.1
Provide information and educational services 53.2 80.1
Provide quiet, natural places for personal renewal 50.3 75.8
Provide access, facilities, and services for 45.4 74.5
recreation

Provide roads, services, accommodations to 31.6 57.0
support local tourism businesses

Provide permits to ranchers for grazing livestock 29.2 52.1
Provide raw materials to support local industries 25.9 47.1
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Basic Functional
Connections

Measurement Accounts or Categories

Specific Types of
Measures or Indicators

Wilderness
Values

Social

Psychological
Sociological
Anthropological

Economic

Active Use Value
Passive Use Value
Economic Impacts

Ecologic

Human Life Support Value
Animal and Plant Life Support
Value

Ethical

Instrumental Value
Intrinsic Value

Wilderness Services

Animal and Plant Habitat; Carbon Sequestration;
Subsistence Living; Cultural Preservation; Historic
Preservation; Scientific Discovery; Educational
Development; Personal Physical Health and
Growth; Personal Emotional Health and Growth;
Personal Spiritual Health and Growth; Community
Health and Quality of Life

Wilderness Functions

Preservation of Natural and Wild Places;
Recreational and Experiential Setting; Ecosystem
and Biodiversity Preserve

Wilderness Attributes

Geographic; Geologic; Hydrologic; Atmospheric;
Biologic; Naturalness; Wildness; Constructed
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. The changing social context

A big picture description of the NWP,g
Public land and Wilderness values

Social Values and Demographic Differences «

. Economic Values

. Ecological and Intrinsic Values
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Basic Functional
Connections

Measurement Accounts or Categories

Specific Types of
Measures or Indicators

Wilderness
Values

Social

Psychological
Sociological
Anthropological

Economic

Active Use Value
Passive Use Value
Economic Impacts

Ecologic

Human Life Support Value
Animal and Plant Life Support
Value

Ethical

Instrumental Value
Intrinsic Value

Wilderness Services

Animal and Plant Habitat; Carbon Sequestration;
Subsistence Living; Cultural Preservation; Historic
Preservation; Scientific Discovery; Educational
Development; Personal Physical Health and
Growth; Personal Emotional Health and Growth;
Personal Spiritual Health and Growth; Community
Health and Quality of Life

Wilderness Functions

Preservation of Natural and Wild Places;
Recreational and Experiential Setting; Ecosystem
and Biodiversity Preserve

Wilderness Attributes

Geographic; Geologic; Hydrologic; Atmospheric;
Biologic; Naturalness; Wildness; Constructed




Public Views on Wilderness

*Nationally about 1/2 of American’s 16+
report knowing about the NWPS

*Only 4.4% teel-we have put too many acres
into the NWPS:

- Not enough ' 52.6%
--About right -26:9%
- Toormuch 4.4%
- Not sure 15.4%




ILocal percentages of population indicating support or
opposition for designating additional Wilderness in their

own state
Favor or Percent of

Oppose Respondents

Favor Total 70
Strongly Favor 43
i Somewhat Favor 27

Oppose Total 12
Somewhat Oppose 6
Strongly Oppose 6

Neither 12

Don’t Know 6




Trends in Public Values of Wllderness

Nery o extremely: Impﬂrtant (%)

Protecting water quality 78.9 93.1 2

Protection of wildlife habitat ~ 78.6 = 878~ 9.2
Protecting air quality 78.0 923 143
F'or future generations 76,97 - 87.0- 10.1
Protection for endangered spp 73.7 . 82.7 9.0
Preserving ecosystems 66.5-, 80.0 13.5
Scenic beauty | 597 9y 74.0- 143
Future option‘to visit -~ + =+ 594 7RI 13.7
Just knowing it exists 36.1 746185
Recreation opportunities - 48.9 | 648 16,0
For scientificstudy S | e B
Providing spiritual i_nsp'ira_ti'up' 43.2 36.5. 133
Income for-tourismindustry-- 22.8 297 6.9°

In International J:m,_u'nal of Wilderness Reseaich
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There are three underlymg dllllEllSlﬂllS of Wllderness
values that the public considers Impﬂl"tﬂﬂt In order,
by percentage of Americans saymg they are |
extremely impurta_nt, they are:

1. V] f.ﬁﬁ[:hf:éi::lll}r clean’ ::‘ur and water for humans :
and other species, on and off site _

2. mcludmg wﬂdllfe habltat .endangered
species and rare and unigque: spemes 3

3. AT mcludmg
wildlands for: future generatmns current and futureoptions
for recreation, scenefy,spiritual inspiration, scientific study,
and a draw for tuurlsm} '



Recreation is one of these significant amenity values
Total visitation by agency, including single-day and multi-day use by region

T'otal NWIES Site Visits 12,825,610
FS site visits 10,517,000
NPS site visits 1,923,841
FWS site visits 333,466
BIL.M site visits 51,302
Total single-day site visits 8,458,490
Total multi-day site visits 4,367,120
Total FS, FWS, & BLM site visits 10,901,768
FS, FWS, & BLM single-day site visits (73%) 7,958,291
FS, FWS & BLLM multi-day site visits (27%) 2,943.477
Total NPS site visits 1,923.841
NPS single-day use (26%) 500,199
NPS multi-day use (74%) 1,423,643

www.srs.fs.fed.us/trends



Mean
scores of
responses
to 16
wilderness
recreation
experience
preference
domains
from eight
designated
wilderness
areas

Benefit Grand Mean
Enjoy nature 1.5
Physical fitness 2.0
Reduce tensions Vi)
Escape Vi
Outdoor learning 2.3
Sharing values 2.8
Independence 3.0
Family kinship 3.0
Spiritual 3.1
Considerate people 3.3
Achievement/stimulation 3.4
Physical rest 3.5
Teach/lead others 3.8
Risk taking 4.6
Risk reduction 4.7
Meet new people 5.1




Public Lands and NWPS Lands Overlaid onto Projected
Recreation Demand Hotspots, 2020

[ | States
Fish & Wildlife Service Wilderness

Bureau of Land Management Wilderness
National Park Service Wilderness
National Forest Wilderness
I National Forests
Bureau of Land Management
I Wildlife Refuges
National Park Service
All Other Federal Lands
2020 Ambient Public Land x Recreation Interactions
Negligible
Light
Moderate
Moderately heavy

B Heavy



Participation by enthusiasts accounts for most of the

activity days (E.g., 6 of 34 activities, 2000-2001)

Percent of Percent of
Population Total

Activity who are Participation
Enthusiasts | Days by

Current demand

Visiting a wilderness 10.3

or primitive area

Day hiking 10.4

Kayaking 1.2

Warmwater fishing \ 7.5

Downbhill skiing \ 2.6

Snowboarding ‘&







The Most Important Benejits of Wilderness

Gender —

Protecting Water Quality

| Wiomen

| Men

ity e
Ethnicity Hispaﬁﬁ:

American Indian

| Asian

16-24

25-34 4554
Age 7

|95-b4

| 65+

Place Born —
|U.8. Citizen
IForeign Born
|
0 0.5 1 1.5

Index of Support



The Most Important Benejits of Wilderness

Protecting wildlife habitat

Gender —

|Women

IMen

e
Ethnicity Black

|Hispanic

| Asian

|55-64
| 65+

Place Born —

| IU.S. Citizen

| Am

erican Indian

16124
25-34
Age 45-54

| Foreign Born

0 0.5 1
Index of Support

1.5

2



The Most Important Benejits of Wilderness

Just knowing that wilderness and

Gender —

primitive areas exist

| Women

| Me

n

White
Black

Ethnicity

| Hispanic

| Asian

16-24
25-34

Age

| 45-54

| 55-64

| 65+

Place Born —

U.S. Citizen

| Foreign B

Amernican Indian

orn

0.5 1

Index of

1
Support

5 2




The Most Important Benejits of Wilderness

Providing recreation opportunities

Gender —

| Women
| Men

Whit
.. Black
Ethnicity _ Hispanic

| American Indian
| Asian

Age

| 65+

Place Born —

11.S. Citizen

|Foreign Born

0 0.5 1 1.5
Index of Support



The Most Important Benejits of Wilderness

Providing spiritual inspiration

Gender —
| Women
| Men
I e White Black
EthnICIty | Hispanic =lac
| American Indian
||Asian
16-24
25_34!5-44
Age 1 45-54
| 55-64
| 65+
Place Born —
| |[U.S. Citizen )
| Foreign|Born
0 05 1 1.5 2

Index of Support

2.5



_ a.""
e 'IJ:i:'rl-' L L L

F*
********#&ﬁ% ]
J

1 Some selectedprmmples of ¢ gﬂ , '

Y . A = BoA h [ T {; ot _— _"-;‘_H;__-?r"*]-h;_.i".
. management »-m 1 ; ;:M:;f_:__ Sy
2. Tﬁe hangrﬂg«sogiﬂﬁontgxt* ) "'—5":_5 _*“'l

: A b,lg plctu.re desiﬂ‘lﬂtiﬁn 6f
: AFramework ot_“bfl' At

.,'--.'.L.,‘

2.
3
4 .
LS Soc1al~Vﬂ”hx¢s andl’?ié'__; '1:"': ':'1&“ if renc, S:: ; ?":::?'
!

A :ﬁ J|.. h - = .:Ir
. EconomldA}a €S L.-_};,a-,,;,_-._;m: & &
5y _:._l; _:. #ﬂﬁ '?J:{E{.L;‘fi : qhx_h :I
s = =
7. Ecologlcal andidn nsw Valués i gt
e py Tl ShEE L T,
'_-'::___— I_-J ) - . - _.- - #_-.. i 4 .!'_-I = _"""A:l_‘-'i"il ',....-l _l'.'__:J_:-!:‘;I_‘ B
" i o R T A AR - i



An Organizing Framework for Wilderness Values

Basic Functional
Connections

Measurement Accounts or Categories

Specific Types of
Measures or Indicators

Wilderness Values

Social

Psychological
Sociological
Anthropological

Economic

Active Use Value
Passive Use Value
Economic Impacts

Ecologic

Human Life Support Value
Animal and Plant Life Support
Value

Ethical

Instrumental Value
Intrinsic Value

Wilderness
Services

Animal and Plant Habitat; Carbon
Sequestration; Subsistence Living; Cultural
Preservation; Historic Preservation;
Scientific Discovery; Educational
Development; Personal Physical Health and
Growth; Personal Emotional Health and
Growth; Personal Spiritual Health and
Growth; Community Health and Quality of
Life

Wilderness
Functions

Preservation of Natural and Wild Places;
Recreational and Experiential Setting;
Ecosystem and Biodiversity Preserve

Wilderness
Attributes

Geographic; Geologic; Hydrologic;
Atmospheric; Biologic; Naturalness;
Wildness; Constructed




DIRECT USE
(ON-SITE)

BENEFITS

On-site recreation

Human development

Cultural-heritage

TOTAL ECONOMIC BENEFITS OF WILDERNESS

COMMUNITY SCIENTIFIC

BENEFITS BENEFITS
Research
Education
Management

\4

Subsistence use
Non-recreation jobs
Retirement income
Non-labor income
Recreation jobs

OFF-SITE
BENEFITS

\/

Off-site hunting

Scenic viewsheds
Higher property values
Increased tax revenue

Off-site consumption of
information in books
and magazines, and
scenic beauty in photos
and videos

BIODIVERSITY ECOLOGICAL PASSIVE USE
CONSERVATION SERVICES BENEFITS

Watershed protection

Direct use Nutrient cycling
Genetic Carbon storage
Intrinsic Pest control
Pollination
Option Bequest Existence

/ benefits benefits beiefits

Future direct,
indirect and off-
site benefits

Habitat conservation
Biodiversity
Ecological services
On-site recreation
Off-site hunting

Decreasing tangibility of benefits

Benefits from

continued
existence
Benefits from
conserving
wildlands for
future
generations
Habitat conservation
Endangered species
Wild recreation
Biodiversity

On-site recreation
Ecological services
Archeological resources



Direct On-Site Use and Passive Use

Economic Value

Value Type Use Net Economic Annual Net
Value (NEV) Economic
Value
On-site: Single- | 8.4 million $19.50 per trip | $165 million
day use single-day trips
per year
On-site: Multi- | 4.4 million $68.47 $299 million
day use multi-day trips
per year
Passive use 52.7 million $63.31 per $3.34 billion
Value households household
Total Annual $3.8 billion

NEV

Per acre

$35.89




Summation

* Passive use net economic value per annum is
estimated to be $3.45 billion.

* On-site recreation use value is estimated to be
around $464 million per year

* Passive use value is estimated to be over 7
times (7.4 actually) greater than on-site
recreation use value.



Economic Impacts

Does Wilderness Designation Harm Rural Economies?

* There are no discernible general patterns of negative impacts
from Wilderness in rural counties

 Economic growth is greater for non-metropolitan counties that contain or
are near publicly-owned natural areas, including Wilderness

* Wilderness contributes to the quality of life of local residents that is
actively sought in migration decisions

* The role of Wilderness in local economic development is similar to the old
BASF commercial: “We don’t build it, we just make it better”

 Economic growth is increasingly being generated by multiplier effects
from consumer spending in the services and trades sectors

* But, the total volume of visitation to Wilderness, and the associated
spending by nonlocal visitors is not sufficient to sustain any significant
tourism industry by itself

* “Wilderness protection does not impoverish communities by
locking up resources. Rather, it protects the economic future
of those communities by preserving high quality natural
environments that are increasing in demand across the
nation.” (Tom Power 1996)




Economic Growth Effects of Wilderness

in Non-Metropolitan Western Counties

Employment

Number of Growth Income Growth
Counties Containing: Counties | 1969-1997 (%) | 1969-1997 (%)
No federal lands 13 63.5 755.9
Any federal lands 401 142.7 992.5
Federal multiple use 172 115.6 864.5
lands
Federal multiple use 230 163.3 1089.7
lands and protected
lands
More protected lands 13 197.3 1109.2

than multiple use lands
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Additional Values
(No less Important)

* Ecological (The contribution of
Wilderness to sustaining natural systems
that support life, human and non-human)

* Intrinsic (From a philosopher’s
perspective, the intrinsic value of

something is really its claim fo be. From a
human viewpoint, it is | -*f_._ B |

respect for nature,)




Ecological Value, Ecosystem Representation (wilderness areas by
type of natural ecosystem at Bailey’s Domain and Division levels

; Midwest Census Region Morhteast Census Region
B oo ss e e I Hot Continental Division I Hot Continental Division
Prairie Divisicn I Het Continental Regime Maountains

Warm Continental Division

B Subtropical Division =
I arm Continental Regime Mountains

HUMID TEMPERATE DOMAIN Temperate Steppe Division
Temperate Steppe Regims Mountains

Warm Continental Division

DRY DOMAITM

HUMID TEMPERATE DOMAIN

West Census Region

B tarine Division

B Marine Regime Mountains Redwood Forest Province
Mediterranean Division

I Mediterranean Regime hMountains
Temperate Desert Division
Temperate Desert Regime Mountains South Census Region
Temperate Steppe Division Hot Continental Division

Temperate Steppe Regime Mountains . Hot Continental Regime Mountains
Tropical/Subtropical Desert Division Prairie Division

Tropical/Subtropical Regime Maountains Savanna Division
Tropical!Subtropical Steppe Division Bl Subtropical Division
I Subtropical Regime Mountains
Temperate Steppe Division
Tropical/Subtropical Desert Division
I Tropical/Subtropical Regime Mountains
I TropicaliSubtropical Steppe Division




Ecological Value, Water Supply

Percent

Precipitation | Areas Acres of Total

0-15 In. 146| 12,920,179 27.55
16-30 in. 138 9,517,039 20.29
31-40 in. 101| 8,777,388 18.72
41-60 in. 185| 9,817,244 20.93
61-90 In. 63| 3,533,052 7.53
100+ in. 200 2,331,883 4.97







Historical and Projected Population in Region 2
(Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, South Dakota, & Wyoming)
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Wilderness Visitation Index
2002 - 2050
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Recreation use in Wilderness will grow



Percent in Nation saying important or very important

Expanding access for Developing trail systems for
motorized vehicles (20%) motorized uses (29%)

Developing trail systems for non- Conserving/protecting sourc
motorized rec. (57%) water (91%)

Designating more
wilderness areas (58%)

Developing paved roads
for cars (19%

)
thy — \.
As growth occurs, what do Forest Ec

(tecﬁng ecosysm Service and other Wilderness
habitats (86%) _ - managers need to keep in mind?

Expanding commercial Informing public on potential
recreation (28%) nvironmental impacts (81%)

Preserving resources




Most Favored Objectives for NFs in the

future (Percent in Nation saying important or very important)

Expanding non-motorized access, protected lands,
protected ecosystems and education are publicly favored

Conserving/protecting sourges
of water (91%)
Developing paved roads

for cars (19%)

Preserving resources
through policies (75%) Preserving wilderness experiehgc
(otecting ecosys@ Increasing acr@
habitats (86%) public land (53%)

Expanding commercial
recreation (28%)

Developing trail systems for non-
motorized rec. (57%)

Designating more
wilderness areas (58%)

Informing public on potential
nvironmental impacts (81%)




* Passive use net economic value per annum is
estimated to be $3.45 billion.

* On-site recreation use value is estimated to be
around $464 million per year

* Passive use value is estimated to be over 7
times (7.4 actually) greater than on-site
recreation use value.
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SOMI, POINTS 10 PONDER guégs

*Wildernessiis athichly valued resource. It is ownedrby;
the citizensfolssherUnitedsStatesiandheld byathe
federal goyermmentunastusiioisstewardsiip

sStewardshiphinclngesiheinganmioEmedioithic positions
and values oifthessSiochdplderssaoistnsiachmational
resource

*Viost ol thestochkhiold CEspwalINEVeliave s
opportunity topvASIEWYAlAdEEIES S tHICH AGS €St most
pervasive valuesssheysholdaresheldinrabseniia

sAcrossithe spectrum offvaluesi(sociall economic,
ecologic; and intrinsic) Wilderness and public Iands
are esteemed, across the demographic off America






The Multlple Values
of Wllderness
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